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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
1. Claims 2-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The following are each a double inclusion of an element insofar as the element is being 
reintroduced into the claims: claim 2, "opposing side flaps of each main body forming panel", 
claim 3, "adjacent side flaps" and "adjacent main body panels" ( — adjacent of said side flaps of 
each of said main body forming panels — would refer back to those elements previously set forth 
in the claims), claim 10, "one end flap", claim 11, line 3, "one pair of opposing side walls" and 
claim 12, lines 2 and 3, "one pair of opposing side walls". 

In claim 3, "adjacent main body panels" is unclear insofar as only main body forming 
panels were previously defined in the claims. 

In claim 6, "the remote end" lacks antecedent basis in the claims, i.e. the element is only 
inferentially set forth. 

In claim 9, "the truncated end of the side flap" lacks antecedent basis in the claims. Only 
a truncated corner was previously defined in the claims. Also, "the side flap" is unclear. It 
would appear that — the respective side flap — is the intended meaning. 

In claim 10, last line, "the other" lacks antecedent basis in the claims. 

In claim 11, line 3 and claim 12, lines 2 and 3, "each of one pair of opposing side walls 
are formed" is grammatically unclear. Each would appear to refer to a single side wall. As such, 
the plural verb "are" appears to be in error. 



Application/Control Number: 10/509,301 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3727 

Claim 14 is not understood in light of the disclosed embodiment shown in the drawings. 
It is unclear how the side flaps of all the main body forming panels are secured to the side flaps 
of the middle panel, i.e., as disclosed, only the side flaps of one of the main body forming panels 
is secured to side flaps of the middle panel (with the side flaps of the other main body forming 
panel being secured to the side flaps of one of the end panels). Also, it is unclear how the end 
flap is folded over and secured to a main panel. It would appear that one of the end flaps (21) is 
secured to the other end flap (17) as disclosed. It is further unclear how the side flaps of the 
main body forming panels are not secured to each other insofar as in the disclosed embodiment, 
the main body forming panels are interlocked at each opposing side of the carton/support. 

In claim 14, line 3, "the end flap" is unclear with respect to which end flap is being 
referred to. Also, "a main panel" appears to be a double inclusion of an element and is further 
unclear since two main body forming panels were previously defined. 

In claim 15, line 2, "end flap" is unclear since a plurality of end flaps were previously 
defined in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1, 2 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Ringer. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-9 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over either 
Henry or Ward (WO 6 987), each in view of Single. Each of Henry and Ward discloses all 
structure of the claimed blank/support except formation of the blank/support from corrugated 
board. Single teaches that it is known to make a collapsible container from corrugated board. It 
would have been obvious to make the blank/container in either Henry or Ward using corrugated 
board as taught by Single to acquire the well known advantages of corrugated board, i.e. 
strength, insulation, puncture resistance, etc. within a container formed as in Henry or Ward. 
Corrugated board is notoriously well known in this art. 

6. Claims 10 and 12, and claims 14 and 15, as best understood in view of paragraph 1 
above, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ward in view of Single as 
applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of either Rexford or Zimmerman. Modified Ward 
fails to evidence orientation of the flutes of the corrugated board longitudinally of the blank. 
Each of Rexford and Zimmerman teaches that it is known to orient the corrugations in a tubular 
carton blank in the longitudinal direction of the blank. It would have been obvious to orient the 
corrugations in modified Ward in the longitudinal direction of the blank as taught by either 
Rexford or Zimmerman to allow easier folding of the flaps during production and to provide 
greater crush resistance laterally at the corners of the container. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/509,301 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3727 

7. Claims 10, 12 and 13, and claims 14 and 15, as best understood in view of paragraph 1 
above, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Henry in view of Single as 
applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of either Rexford or Zimmerman. Modified Henry 
fails to evidence orientation of the flutes of the corrugated board longitudinally of the blank. 
Each of Rexford and Zimmerman teaches that it is known to orient the corrugations in a tubular 
carton blank in the longitudinal direction of the blank. It would have been obvious to orient the 
corrugations in modified Henry in the longitudinal direction of the blank as taught by either 
Rexford or Zimmerman to allow easier folding of the flaps during production and to provide 
greater crush resistance laterally at the corners of the container. 

8. Claims 3-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ringer in 
view of Henry. Ringer discloses all structure of the claimed blank except formation of adjacent 
side flaps of each main body forming panel with an identical shape, i.e. Ringer shows main body 
side flaps formed with side edges at different angles. Henry teaches that it is known to make an 
interlocking collapsible flaps on main body panels with identical shapes. It would have been 
obvious to make the main body side flaps in Ringer with an identical shape as taught by Henry to 
provide symmetry during production and thereby simplify manufacture of the die used to make 
the blank. 

9. Claims 10, 12 and 13, and claims 14 and 15, as best understood in view of paragraph 1 
above, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ringer in view of Henry 
as applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of either Rexford or Zimmerman. Modified 
Ringer fails to evidence orientation of the flutes of the corrugated board longitudinally of the 
blank. Each of Rexford and Zimmerman teaches that it is known to orient the corrugations in a 
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tubular carton blank in the longitudinal direction of the blank. It would have been obvious to 
orient the corrugations in modified Ringer in the longitudinal direction of the blank as taught by 
either Rexford or Zimmerman to allow easier folding of the flaps during production and to 
provide greater crush resistance laterally at the corners of the container. 

Conclusion 

The remaining cited prior art is illustrative of the general state of the art. 

In order to reduce pendency and avoid potential delays, Technology Center 3700 is 
encouraging FAXing of responses in Office Actions to (571)273-8300. This practice may be 
used for filing papers not requiring a fee. It may also be used for filing papers which require a 
fee by Applicants who authorize charges to a PTO deposit account. Please identify the Examiner 
and art unit at the top of your cover sheet. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained form the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. Also, copies of an office action or other file 
information may be obtained from the Private PAIR system. For more information about the 
PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions regarding access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
Examiner should be directed to Gary Elkins at telephone number (571)272-4537. The Examiner 
can normally be reached Monday, Tuesday and Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Nathan Newhouse can be reached at (571)272-4544. 
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Primary Examiner 
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